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[Part III^—Sec. 4] 


(i) 4AM A <ft4<wfcf<>> ' ^rfcTKir arm A ?n? #jt *tA wz afR ?A «Vdi!td 3 rA % felt?, 
Acn4 bqqgi4 ^nt ^tfA *nft4 dif4> hf hARf A> fen? <hpi<ki 4> afro? *$>l 5^fen? r 
4 ?cM A/A>^r ^cT^F f[/' »^ ' »K^ wft A> fen? ^IxHFid afR nfiiwft irejo^ Afcn jtAat A enj? *nA *A 
anci*ii4>d! tl 

(ii) M % i^FFT TOFT A EJ>tf M wA vAA - v3tfM>, ei<fc# t 4^W eft?T 3fR FFR mf^T f^ 

fl A Ft M cFF TOT A> TFTO A M EjM t vM 4 TOT3 A Hlf^TcT M ?RA tl TO *n*TFA % 

tot A anA A 4 ^ imt ^ # ante A ftl ftM ^ atntff AfA§ ^^tAt wn# % feR At toA?t 

A^FTR M FfAl 

(iii) c% 3 tto> % fMff A #jfl A ^tcRIft arte tRsrr 4 $<?>'<?£ FtA eft t, artA^r wi wA erA f 3fR 
vSTeHTT f l % crrftm effect 4 alto *FRT eFlA oFTT tl wjrf> dH>WI ^A 3RA % fen?, TOT A <11*11^ 
wff tTOTF $ eflF 3TTOR 4A g>tdd lf 4fl eT^lt 4* feF? cflF 3TTO> 4tMffM4 Mlcuiftn ^RA ^ 
4RFTT TOTf t, f^R# fen? tRRP STOTF ?JeEff M^cT f^T RPTTt1 

2.2 xjfAr 4AM % TRJcEff fMftd «IrA 4> feR 3FlA TOM 4> Jm 4*IeT 3PTA Aft ^A <ni4^41 ^A 5ffA tfeFT ^A t. 

TOfeT? 4AM % eTFTCT eARf afR 3ftf4RJ ^Tftd 3TFTT TOM WRcf nWiffi A TOpT 3RA M aFffto f^T TO SHI 

d^w i d , 4AM A ijidmid afR arm apprFTf ^rftet w TOjd ter I toA 44 wit 4> enffd afR arm 4M 

f^xftu f^TOTf <{A 5R^T WfA 3TTW f4^ f^TT 5TRTTf^d ^f f«Rt^ M<bx“I % WT A 3I^*flf^cT ^rA ^1 apjAsi tl 

3. ^ 3TFft SRcTTfAd ^1 afltel ^hA A> fen? HWlfcId 3Rt ^ 3fmR IAvuqj-1 ^>T 3 l^ttl f^n HHT SH I 

tfcM A 3 nA '3tR A ftnfelRsl'cT ^nt vtt t :- 


(i) htr A fAFcR argpAA A> tort ^R^t, 2002 ^rT an jto fArm 11 AR?n wA A 

MHp ftr TOT cfA ^RtTI t TRTT afR TOT A anA A> feR ART^fWt ^IciRtT) eTPRT eFTTAf TOA 

tl tot A MAd AjA^r hrtrtrt ^ ^tA t^ ^ Tm FErfArcT ireje<f> arm?TOTT^TR 

ijfrb'H'RT ^*TRTT TOT tl 

(ii) ^frP ' AAdc n A> fe^ TOffAcT 5T^P, Plct><dc|41 TOT A JRlfeRT ^e^> Wl f\ amnftcT tl HfA A ^ 
3 T^ArfAd ^trA t At A5 ^r -^Idi^iid cpt toAW tot sA to afR arte arRfAAd ^Afl 

(iii) a^cffeTcT Wlf A> FFTeT A At, ^ fA^fAf TOT A ^eRT <fRA ARH 11 

(iv) 4AM A P t ctKfM tot A> Mtft hA gem A hkiAAt tot ^ wwifAd jt^c^ ^r4 getuci^ 
fAcRR y^d fo>4\ 11 

4. fMRci torA yfth^ f ^R , 4AM tom A^rt toTtoA Arofi N4ri % fA^j Aejtt hht stt i 

5. TO 5WT etA Aejtt a ^T4Tt 29 ^eut, 2003 ^T 4AM AAtr A^sAITO ^pr A, 4AM 3fR A^RRt 
sTM4l4ct)dl aA A aM-aM to tojet f^n? AI 
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(i) PRdlfod q>tq7 PfFTdd PRTTt % tM A : 

fa 5 ) el Hid fa*eh«l 7T%?T, 4)41cTt ?7T Rd q5t gfe q>^TT q^ 3|qt jJRT ER l Rd qR qft 

^Tf q7, qR ^ qR 4^tq7 JTfRFF TR PRIeH eRTcT dt q^JcT qRdT t1 5*T% 3TcTT9T 3F 37f 
*Tcf ^ fo> qrftq> <iidH]id qi^r, qR w, 4000 ttft i 

( 13 ) 7r*ft arpreftaq ^Rt % feR i*ch^d <ffq*r qqTqr? q 7 I 

fa) ^ ftRRT 3^7 faeR Tjo^ <RJeT qR} % feR PRcfd Rqw afar ?7f tfq* 

$ TRftfad PTCdiq PTRJd qRqT I 

fa) 4j^R ReRFfi % feR ReRTq Rqtft RTRt A PRdlftcT q^4f q?l TfatefT 3fl7 TW ft Rlt l PRcfR PTRJ5T 
4RR, f^R 7R ^ tjxR qq q|$etq 7Jeq> A> qRef 41 

(ii) FRRUf^cT WcT {JRT Wgfecid effF 3R7q> TR qqfa (sfR 3Tf^Hp) qR eft q^ q^TR? 7[cq> q7 A> 7Tq4 

4 :- 

fa) MWlfcid q7 A> aflfaRT % feR «RdT 3fR qqft A> feR *RR7f qft cTRTcft TR eRTd % afft 
^3RTI 

(13) FRRTTfacT q^feT SRT JTgf^cTcr faq Rift qiet e?TF 3R7q> qq q^q qR} ^Tet ReRHt A> ReRH 
TR^t PRt 4 4 PFR^TT #} cfTeTT ftqR 3FfcfRtP TRRq q^Ttq! 

(iii) Atf\£\ A ^facT ftRT t fa 4F PRdlfaT qtf 3&7 3*faj5 q>ft qR q^ £[ eRJ qR ^qq tl 4FeT ^ 

qRTff^cT, 4R q^ ^7f 3fR q?ftcft % PRlft fa} *ft TTTflTSft 4> sfft I 

8.1 <McTi A fr} frt >33R qq feh^-fr qq arfrif^ ^FTT/Tq^RR pr^t f^RT 11 arfcrf^F) ^HT/7q^RRq Tfc&q 4 
PlHI^dR t > 

(i) 4T?eR ^etp PRR fclRft 3fR q^fcft % feR WWlRld f^R qq f I Tfatf^T PT^e^ sTTTT 4R 7f 4R 

4000 PTfcF qq RT7R q>f d'HIcH! tl 

(ii) TRTtfSRT PRdR 4 H^flcM qqqf 3f)7 3TPRftcR Wit A> feR <lf<RT TTlt^eT A I 

(iii) 1,300 qrrqf qfTqq 9rf^rq> (^r ^t) f%qr fcpqfr arf^to errqq % 30 rrs ^q prfrM qq> effF 3 rr4» 

Ml qq'PTF’Wd qR 7fq>^ t qqf% q^fqH afRTd wf Rqqq 10 f^q qq FtcTT t, irerf^f WTqRf q>t qqp 

HTF 4 30 f^q qq gqRq fcjRi rtr tl 

(iv) FRTTTT^m q^fcT £ 3RW ^ fM % deRH 7R?ft PRRT ^ ttt 4MT 3Tf^rT) TRFT^ 

Pi^ifeiRad t^ 


S».7f. 


qqqf qft 3f4%q qrsrr 

qRTOR Tfw^t 3TR 

1. 

2003-04 

10 rr 3 qq 

3.63 qR ^5 qqq 

2. 

2004-05 

15 eTRI 

5.50 qRtF qqq 

3. 

2005-06 

20 rh 3 qq 

7.37 qRt^ qqq 

4. 

2006-07 

30 RR7 qq 

II.OO^Tt^ ^qq 


(v) qF qrFT 16 W^\, 2003 ^ eft? 3RRq> (FT^RTlf^m) % «K>RIIj? geq) % 7R t 17.25 TRq PFfcF ^q ^ 
f^qR^ft cl'fjel qR 7FF tl 
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(vi) TM£t 4 ^ hfrh £3 srf£te> $pw\<S\ te c!rr R# terc t\ 

f^RT^ ( chf^g) ^ (m) ^trir Rrmft iter N rn^Rtf *R (R) wff r? tort? ^ N 

^=Rt * 3 atfSrer ns*ni *SWt * >rt 2002-03 * ^ % snrRR 

^ eTRRR 75 RR5 ^RR RRRR srf^fcT tell % I 


8.2 ^?4tP % RtRRR, WT £ cF^R RFRTR £^ PlH^iRacT R^F ^ ,TO^ % te H«l1^ 


tell t :- 

(i) uTcTSTR *i4tSt OTR 




R5. 

RtR ^TOJ 

*5. 

RT?H3 ^JcR> 

7 T. 

4crw term 


Fj^R **5t WR 
3>.tf. teTR 


MWlte Htai4 % 3TJ?Trc '^'*ii'«^ 


tetpipft (3IR$Wft tftoR) diUl (^f) 

0.217 7.048 

0.420 12.876 

0.017 0.552 


(wfi 4) 

JR?W % ar^TR HWlte ^ 

20R>fe RR> eR*nf 20 ^ 3*te cFRT^ 


1. 

2 . 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6 . 


cb^H^ t R7 TO 7 !!? ^ 

JRfldR RR 7 ^ R7 RR7RI? 

arcreftRR wit R? rrtrif 

F5^Rt RR 5RTJ! 3fR RfrfJefR^! 
(>R# RR?4 sfR RtRR r£ W1F4R) 
TT^j te 312JR! RRRft RTR £> te 
Tjfo te?TRl (srfc! tefi) 
telR ^c4> 

3!TRlcT c^cti* : 

RR 3 te RR> 

IS. 44 3 30 3 ftR RR* 

7!. 31 cf te 4 3TFT 


20.00 

800.00 WJ/teR 
650.00 <>M^/<u t rH 
500.00 li^/W 


30.00 RRR/tef! 
1600.00 WJ/teR 
850.00 W?/teR 
800.00 W?/teR 


0.14 3Fltet ^TcR 0.14 STR^t ^ToR 
* ft:RJeR> WI 3 3fFt 
(cbqd <4<fR) 

(flfclte 3RTfr^t SlcR 4) 

3TRI!cT : 3 ftR frRJe^ W! 

^ telRT 

20 R?tR RR> 4> fcTR 0.30 3RTfrcF>t ^TeR mRi^R 
20 R>|R 4 Site 4> te 0.40 3Fltet ^TcR nfcite 


Mel R5^R = 

R>. 5 te RR> 

64 4 304 te RR* 
r. 3i4f4R4siT4 


Rte : 5 te tejcR* 

vJCf^fR ^ te!R! 

20 CTR) ^> te 0.30 3TRtet ^TcR Mfclf^R 
20q5fe ^ 3Tte te 0.40 3TRtet -FTeR nteR 


gjFif 

^qx«n? 

1. 

m? 

?ppft R»T RIH 


m. 






R. 

^FR 


r. 

efT? 3RR<R (FW'Hlte) 



FrccH eflF! (tetc!) 


(wtr ^) 

T(R!tte TR^RR % SFJWr RR 

40.00/4t.^. 

50.00 sfcMTR *^0 
30.00/4t.^. 

17.25/41.^. 

58.00/4tZ. 


I 


> 




fnftfcT to? M 7 


form 


(^nrot ^t) 

JWtlK* % 3l^nr TTRnfttT «T7 
20' 20' ^ 3Tte 


wniMwri tfR 

vjIH^H % n^RT ^ ^Tltol vvi (^41qi^) 

if WRTcR^T WT 1KT tofT vTRTT "t) 
?TCt£/\JcRT 3 sfR tff^T 'FT%d, ■'dWteff 
^ vifePTH % n^RT 3 WMid*®! ^ IHT 
ton ^TRTT t) 


800/3RRT 


800/efto 


1000/4to 


I000/4to 


(gj) an^RT ^Rf? RgxRt cTT^3 ^ <?R to ^>T ^RRI3TTRT I 4sJ to ^ 304 to cT*>, 

*jpr form 4 ^ci ton ^nrn affr 3i^r to ^ 3# tore ^5 ton wnl 

(*g) tofo ?toR , 3HWT cTT&3 5 to ^>T WW 5nRT Q»^«l I 6 f^T ^ 304 to 

*jpr torm ^ei ton ^npn 3fR 314 to ^ 3 tt 4 tore 4rcj?f ton ^tori 
(IT) WT 3 WT % to? STcPTHf ^ ^ 3fR ^ mTcRIH 3 elT* ^ ^Rt ^ (3+5) = 8 
f^r tomn 94 to ** 304 to <re> ^ tomT ^ ton aft? 314 * 

to 3TT4 tore ^Je3> ^TCJcf ton I 

wrm ^ <fr i 4<*nft % 4 *Rft ^ERT % torfcftor f^rEr ^redt t - _ 

(I) sreira WI % ft^ra *naitM ncfon ^i * 5 * syn=i 

nn« % grarara a%^i afft «PiPw ; fraw hi><i ?PitI wi ski 5Rga f^T PKta afrfl * «s 

warara srf&Bw w 3 sPra* wm 3 hrR? W 
w sPrffcn srki sfSra un Krtnri wi ski jkIPPi warara ^ wfra ^1 K i$mr*R 
s^ a(R ^if*iif3*is aig<im 'pftsR ^ ^ '’R’ awras wtmR =i# i \ 

(«) jRara ^1 gftwjOTi wi mWi j* sei =n *1 wn hpi <t f» ^nafi/tizst % fin; «^h 
ji^I $ s>« to ^ 11 ^ro wi !Rta afR anRfteni wft * ** ^ ^ w ^ 
Wes «HRf 4ft ^=r( % f® !WR( wt gfe^ci ^ ^5 fin; t 1 iterci nn ae a«R *4^ ^ ^ 

^ wrciwt ii w 

R(rh»~>fu[ jt^r ^r w=t ^n m #i ^ ^ 

(iii) *hR ^ i s^Rft * 5Rara % *. W ^ ««" * <* W ^ ^ ^ ^ 

itraram ansffei ^nn aik 5^1 ^ hrw ^ WRfft ?Wti 5^ 3ra ^ ^ ewnnWci 
jutrr % bssu * tf> ffl? few t If* wi 4 irai * wff airt % iwft *f*rw ^ ^ 

mn.jp, grralii ^ ' nfSrf?ra ^ * 1 ^ ^ ^ ^ W 

ftnMt S7=n iRiPw #l ^n f^ ^i*ih 3^ * n ^ ^ siPra #1 ^ 

^ wi, hrtor 3ritrf*ra^ <flqRi53*3rffti| ? !ira<iRn ^ 

5RI5S A ^■qnfl ^ ftpra 5I« p ^ t an 3R isi ti 55i UF swi JtraPrai ms 

^ q^iqxR RIRI SlfilPnm qM 111 % 5« 5"^^ ^ ?w=i afiis^ ^ 

Wftci s^^f^=ftfef^^fSCT*aiPP -WTO# *. *M *nwi *. W * * ^ 
TOSO v# ST aiftw pra ii* i ^ ^ ^ ** * ^ ^ !rtlra5 ^ % w 

28 anRa 2003 sPa ulto t & «* ^ ^ ^ f 

** 5 fen siPra s^ si PAw & 5^ ^ 45 ^ 3rt& ^ ^ ^ !! 

afimiin, ^ f : KR m a^ii ^ ^ Pfhi8 «i nn -wr. f ^ 

OTct 3R wsai t aJP/aram afts s^lPrai afri^iRmaR^n^ltPR^^ ' Mp,r ' ld ^ 
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5T5TFT ft, ??T FTfaWF ft> feP? aTcFT-aTeFT ftFiaft/Fft ft> feR H^dlfid W ft Fft fftftre 
ftt F? f4w «p?FT 3TTWFP eftf ft1 FcR WT cRHH ft tftftftcT 3qtecPT ?cR ft> fttcR 5RJeF> % W 
fft? F 1 ? <kR F? Pi u tq <ft 'd^dl ft I 

(iv) FcfaR 4?HM ft> 3T#T, aTcFT-arcFT Wit % feP? ftTFTF 3 Ffqftt ft fftgffte ftt <f> 3TTEF? F? 
^TTJtP wit F7 WFTTF ?Jc*P FTCJef fftn WF ft1 3TFft Wfitftd IRcFF ft, FcFT ft cb^gxp Wit ft> 
ten? FWFF ?JeF> ft 7TF?T ft TIlffteT FRft FF TRcFF fftlT ft1 FTelifft> ftft fft^cT fftftFW WT&SJ ft! 
ft, ft F>41 % WTW 'Ml^if^cp ?nF ft JRcFfcRT FTF7T e? cfftt vjh^td Met! cl fttcft ft FR 

^cFTT 3TeFT-3ToFT Wit 3FW F? ft JFFft ft ft W? I TFtt 4>ft7- dftdeif 4 aFHTft Ftf ?ftt dWM 
F^lft 4 40' ft>ft? 7 ? ST^Wd aft? ftRFTF ^eF? JFTR 20‘ ftjft? ft> fen? fftftft ftt FF ft gFT eFTRF 
WF ftl 3TFftFF Wit % teP? 7TF?T F? % FTFet 4, ftftt % 40‘ Fft? % feR F? ft F^ett 20* 
F>ft? % ten? Wttiifqa F7ftftgFTft4tF>FF? FRft FF 5RcFF fftTT ftl JRftcR wit % ten? 4TRT 
F? % FTFft 4, gF: F? 3TRR ?IFW TcR F? FFTFR ftt ??IT FFT ft aft? 40* F>ft? ft F7 ft 20' 
F? ft ftjFT FRft FF FWF tel FFT ft1 FFRoFcF eft % H^d ft, 40* F>ft? ft F7 ft 
20' epft? ft F? ft gFT ffttfte FRFT ft efft fttFT I xjfo 5?T Wll$<*WU| g^RT PpytRd 4»t vifft wtt 
3#WFT f, ^fteR, 3TFRW ft ft, W 40* 4^R ^7 4 4ftt 4R TTWT 11 

(V) FtFT 4 ftt^Rt F? ft^FT ge^ (ft^R^rP Wit F7 ^ftt) 3jfR t^fft g(rb>HFd 4^tft 4F F75TTF fW 

11 ^T4fcP gft fcPTFl 4 W4 4F JRdTF f^FT W %, ftftcRR % W^T 3?R 3TTW 4>t 

<ft felPiR'C 4Rft Rei«l ?Jeep 3T^jft T^ : 4FFTT TRIT ^ I ftftft eTRT 3FRFIT "W 

gfftTFTcT w W t 3fR ^Hlj^ef) ^jtf ft 3RI ft^R dPIdeit ft Wd M % 3T^nF $\ 

$ft) FepR ft^TFT? ^eefj Hefj«<u| ft f q5|J[[ TR 3?cFj ft jfteR ^c4) q’tjel 4Rft ^>t aftsn fttftft % ten? 

3>ftR 3ft7 eh^^xt) wit % ten? wgw 3R8Ff4Rr 7FFI 5FTR PlftRd WTT 3?te viwftft ftFTl 
ftftft W ft TFcJ 3ftf 3Tlft WF W TO % ft? ^Tp F^TFf F?^cT 4R 7TWT ft ?F 
MiR ft 7PJR4 crew tftjf^r ft w? Rft % fen? fftfftsr Fft ftg 3rwift<n« tffi 4F viifftn 

ftW I ftftft % JRcTR ft fftft cR) JPTTft 5PTR gfft fftrift ft> TP? ft fftfftt^ ft ft? FWlcT 

eRjft ft ffteid 7Je4* WT RRTT ft I F? %W W\ ft^T WcTI ft I ?ftt cRF 3FF ft’ftd? efftdeti ft> 
MH, ^ft 3R8JTfterRT ?FFI 5FTR % 7FTFT WT ft gWTI 'jfl ?TWT ft I 

W 3TWTftwr wm «PT ftfts ft, 20' ft? 40* 4>ftftt ft ftt % ftm tllHMd : 200% 3RR ?W 
wn ftl ftM ft 5?r ?TFTFF Wcl 4F 3TffRF ftt fftTT ft ft? 40* % feP? tftRcR ft JRcTlfftcT 

ft ft I 4 wtt? ?je^ ft ftrcr e? ft fft? f? ftftsrr ft crf 40' irt ft sRcnftm wft ft 

^rgrp ?FTTftNFT fftTT W ?TWT ftl 4? gftd: WT feWT W ft tftf ??T ^FTlfttW ft 40' 4?&Tft ft ft 
F?dlfft ftt ft 3ftft) ftt W?ftt I ftftw IRT ffttfft ft ft^cFT W? ft tfttftcT ft ft ft, 

ftM ft tftRcR e? tj? 5Tc|TeR Wft ft> feP? TScFTcTf FFcT ft. ^ ^ WWltftd ftt ft W? ?^TT 
3FWFP ?FT??cTT ftl 

(vi) ftwr wrn ft, 4>ftF? % wrth % ftm ft ft^F? ^rrft ft ?wrmw (eRTt/^cRrft aft? qfft?Fd ?rfftcr) 

ft e? ftt ftl ^ Fft FtR IRT FF JRJTeFT fftn RRTT ft, 7RT t^fcT % feP? TcFT ft 20' ftftd? ftg 
800 W? ft eRjft WWlf^d ft ft I 3TRJ epftd? dftdetf ft ftcrffttft % feP? JFnft ftt ft ^eFTT ft, 
FTcrrfft ft ftftr fttcr fttft ft aft? argftitftr ft w ?FPft ft I g^r: ?rei 20* aft? 40* ^ftftt ft ftt % 
ft? 150% tPT 3RR 3TWI ftftft 40' 45ftR ft e? ft W WFU Wm ft eft 4? ft?TT 

W TO ft fttf^> F?T FltoW 5RI Pl^tRd ft ftlef aiRl*dd ft ft I 

(vii) TcFT ft 20’ epft? ftj TRUI ft? ftfrpeFW 3FTR ft ftwr 300 ?*P? Ftft 4TRT ft WW 500 ?^R 3?fft 

ftfcRT wft ePT F?cM tftn ft I wee: F?cTT4 WT^? WTcT ft ^ % WRT elRT "W ft I ftw WI 

ft? tftrpcpw W? F?T ?FFJ eFFFT 10 ftt ft WdfcHd ft I eftFTWtft ft ftt F?cTlfft gt|[ ?? amrfft ftt 

ft ft I ??r^ areiFrr ff ftt wrr wtt ftft? f^ w jftr eftt wft ft ttft ft ft^fte? % w 
3T5W Rfrhep? ' ° T % teP? WT WF ftl F?T ft gd: 20' aft? 40' ftjftftt ft e? % ftfa 150% 4F 
3TRR wen? ?erft ft ?ict f? rRerffte f^ u i aft? RtrPW^F iff? argfttf^e tftj «iict ft I 
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(viii) 3Tt^Tcf .tfe ^efi^3Rf (afrdtw'H) ^ t e r FtT g 4 ggf 4 ra wff 

£* ^ ^33R tl Wr <n4 *^11* % tRTIcTC ^ ffaSFfi ^ Tltff STTf4cT 4Rcl $? tfoM 3#T 

3ff#TOcT % 4fa 3TcPT 4 *W$frdl fcl ^FTSflcr *4 ^T: *4?FTT ( gTHtfa STCT STffc 

fcR *tf»r tft ^ t, ?*r snflreRR % *m ^ft gmfangt $ fcR 5rrctfta> *n£f t, ^hI^r ^r 4 ypi 
<R f^TETR ^ toT TOT 4l a Myp^oT g*T *$ 4f 44# % TOST STO5T TO 4 TO TORTT £ 3?R cfc 
44# f*T 4TO 4 TO^tT) !RP TRFJcT 4RFTT t eft fTO? ffoR ftRTT TO^TTl 

10.1. MRuIHW^M, TO^tT? g>RRT 4 3?R TOBT f^R-f^Rt % 3TOR ^R, *Tg Hl foffiW 44# 4 TER^TH 4 
aitetm ttf VTTf^TcT 4r aryfrcpT 4 :- 



* 

20 4? no* % 

’ 4»iix ^ 

Oft fftjl lA uft|L 4r 
tU M>fC fl «imq> *?> 

1. 

srcftro *r iam 

i ^0 800 

^0 1200 

2. 

3IMgflcH EEpfi *R TOWS ?[c^ 

■ ^0 650 j 

«)975 

3. 

mM4H,4?t afR 4^R rni 4? 

^RT TOHRR*T (eWlt/^RT^ afR 
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0.30 

0.60 


WT 8 I^T 




9t I^T 4 3C4 I^T 

0.14 

0.28 


314 f4^r 3jfR 4 3Tpt 

0.30 

d.60 

f! 
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3|. eT. 4ff*R*ITC, 3p*?ST 

[4, teR/ni/IV/143/03-3fHMKU|l 

TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 

NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 24th September, 2003 

No. TAMP/73/20Q2-PPT— In exercise of the powers conferred under Section 48 of the Major 
Port Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby approves the proposal of 
the Paradip Port Trust for rationalising the tariff structure for container handling and fixing tariffs for 
some newly introduced cargo as in the Order appended hereto. 
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Tar m SCHEDULE 

Casi No. TAM P/73/2002-PPT 

The Paradlp Port Trust - Applicant 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 10th day of September 2003) 


This case relates to a proposal received from the Paradip Port Trust (PPT) for 
rationalising the tariff structure for container handing and fixing tariffs for some newly introduced 
cargo. 

2.1. The PPT has mentioned the following points In its proposal: 

(i) . in order to sustain a container service at the PPT with long term prospective, the 

services shouid be made viable so that it turns out to be a win-win opportunity for 
everybody. It is, therefore, necessary to introduce a rationiised and competitive tariff 
structure for containers / container vessels / containerised cargo. 

(ii) . The PPT has identified some hew cargoes like fertilizer, timber, pig iron and Bituman 

in the existing Scale of Rates. These commodities do not add to the revenue of the 
port unless they are actually handled. The emergence of these materials at the port 
will not only add to the economic activities at the port but wili also generate 
substantial employment for its workers. 


(iii). The spurt in export of iron ore has given rise to bunching of vessels adding to 
detentions and increase in turnaround time of vessel. To overcome the above 
problem, the port intends to encourage iron ore shippers to resort to manuai loading 
of iron ore at general cargo berth for which a separate wharfage rate is to be fixed. 

2.2. Since the PPT has furnished only a copy of its Board Agenda note aiongwith its 

proposal to fix tariff, the PPT was requested to submit its proposal in the prescribed proformae with 
cost details and justification. Subsequently, the PPT has submitted revised proposal aiongwith traffic 
and income projections. It has requested to approve the proposed rates as a special case without 
insistence for submission of financial statements relating to costs and incomes in respects of such 
cargoes. 


3 The PPT was requested to furnish the basis of the proposed rates to justify its 

proposal. In its reply, the PPT has made the following points: 


(i). The Port has started handling containers since February, 2002 after persistent foiiow- 
ups. The shipping iines considered Paradip Port as a detour and ioad extra costs on 
the shippers for calling at the port. The tariff presently in vogue to be rationalised for 
container need so as to promote regular container traffic at the Port. 


(ii). The tariff proposed for rationalisation in strictly on the basis of what is prevailing in a 
nearby port. These rates, if approved, will attract more container traffic to Paradip 
Port. 

(iil). In respect of the non-existent cargoes, the rates are also comparable to the nearby 
port. 

(iv). The PPT has submitted a comparative statement of proposed tariff structure of 
Paradip Port vis-a-vis the existing tariff of the nearby port. 

4 In accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, the PPT proposal was 
forwarded to concerned user organisations for their comments. 

5 A joint hearing in this case was held on 29 Juiy 2003 at the PPT premises. At the 
joint hearing, the PPT and the concerned users have made their submissions. 
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XraT 1 ?^ : 3ren t| | <u| 


office of this Authorty >r< ^^(c^jt r o^ffie comm^n^imehmh'' 8 T**""**- °" records at the 
parties will be sent separately tofrie relevant oarties Th^ ^if r9U ^ e . nts made concerned 
www.tariffeuthorlty.org. ; b ’ ^ ese de ai,8 are ^s 0 available at our website 

clarifications on tlie^Towrtn^p^rts* 19 * was dedd&d that ** PPTV would furnish information / 


0 ). 


With reference to the proposed container handling charges: 

(a). With suitable cost analysis, the PPT will confirm that it recovers at least 
° Pe if WH on t ?°" ta [ ner han d^g at the reduced rates levied by 

minimi mM&jgS* ** ^ volume * be - ** a 


(b) . 

(c) . 

(d) . 


(if). 


8 . 1 . 


A consolidated box wharfage rate for all non reefer containers. 

Review of the proposed arrangement of levying ground rent and demurraoe 
on containers and submit a revised proposal in this regard. = 96 

Review of the proposed reduction in vessel related charges for container 
p«otage and SUbml1 3 reViSed pTOposal P articulart y in respect of port dues and 

m^uafmeUSl' 0 Wharfa9e rate l6viad on,Iron Ore handled by 

^ " d #PS,0f ' ab0Ur ^^ont for this cargo 

(b). To indicate the net additional revenue accruing to it from vessel related 
mam^hreth^ 00 " 1 °' "* VeSSels carryin0 ,ron ore which are handled by 

fo^er^educflon ** ^ alr ®i dy implemented the proposed rates with 

effectivedatS'ofsuch^edurtiOTi. 0 ^*•"*—•«*•■* '"Piemonted and foe 

^atTcTn onthe polnts * us. 


.... • moo luuuaiieu eaaamonai inrormation /< 

The additional information / clarifications are summarised below. 

W ' rjS' a t 9 ® ^'®'? eS are . 001 proposed for any further reduction. The revised tariff is 
likely to provide a minimum business of about 4000 TEUs per year. 

(ii). The revised proposal Includes box rates for reefer cargo and non-reefer cargo. 

I^° 9 ,r ar0 ° handling workers (main list) can handle upto 3 million.tones of iron ore 
2^ “ without any extra cost since the present average engagement is 
about 10 days, whereas the workers are paid for 30 days in a month. 


C»v). 


f dd , i ' ional ™yenue to be generated on account of vessel-related charges for 
export of iron ore m manual method are as follows; 




1. 


3. 


4. 


J?737G,r/°2—J 


Year 


2003- 04 

2004- 08 


2005-06 


2006-07 


Expected Qty. of 

cargo 


1.0 million tons 


1.5 million tons 
2.0'miHlon tons 


3.0 million tons 


Vessel related Income 


Rs.3.63 crores _ 


Rs.5.50 Chores 


Rs.7.37 crores 


Rs.11.00 crores 
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(v) . The port is charging concessional rates of Rs.17.25 per tonne as wharfage for iron 

ore (manual) since 16 January 2003. 

(vi) . The PPT has not created any additional infrastructure to handle containers. With the 

fixed cost constant the PPT will generate additional revenue from a) Vessel related 
charges b) Wharfage on containers c) Wharfage on cargo d) Ground rent in 
containers. The PPT has earned additional revenue about Rs.75 lakhs tor handing 
containers during the year 2002-03. 


8.2 in view of the above, the port has proposed the following tariff structure for container 

handling and tariff for some new cargo: 


(I). Vessel-related charges 


SI. No. 


Particular 

Proposed rate / GRT as per revised 
proposal 




Foreign (US$) 

Coastal (Rs.) 


a. 

Port dues 

0.217 

7.048 1 


b. 

Pilotage 

0.420 . 

12.876 


c. 

Berth hire ; v 

0.017 

0:552 


<ii). 


Container-related charges 


(in Rs.) 


SI. No. 

Particular 

Proposed rats 
pro 

as per revised 
sosal 



> , ... 

20* 

Above 20* 

1. 

Wharfage on containers 

Rs. 20.00/box 

Rs. 30.00 / box 

2. 

Wharfage on reefer cargo 

Rs .800.00 / box 

Rs.1600.00/box 

O 

u, 

\A/herfnnn nn r**sr» rnAfAf rorA/> 
v i ■ lUi ui r i ivi ri uoi vi wui^V 

Do ccn nn / K/w 

1 tVV f VUO 

Do oca nn / h n v 

i r mva 

4. 

Stuffing and destuffing 

containers (excluding fashing 
and dunnage etc.), 

Rs.500.00 / box 

Rs.800.00 / box 

5. 

Ground rent for a day or part 
thereof (per box) 

*•' $0.14 

* beyonc 

*044 

free time 

6. 

Demurrage 

(Box only) 


import Containers: 

(Per day in US $) ^ 


a. 

Upto 3 days 

Import: 3 days free time 

—..*‘l 

b. 

From 4th to 30th day 

Ground rent as above. 


c. 

From 31 st day onwards 

@ 0.30 US $ per day for 20’ 

@ 0.40 US $ per day for above 20’ 


_Exj 

sort containers 



a. 

Upto 5 days 

Export: 5 days free time 


b. 

From 6th to 30th day 

Ground rent as 
above. 


c. 

From 31st day onward 

@ 0.30 US $ per day Tor 20* 

@ 0.40 US $ per day for above 20’ 


(Ili). Wharfage on new cargo ** 


1. 

---- 4 , --,- 

Name of the new cargo 

X—- U - 

Proposed rate as per revised 
proposal 


a. 

Fertilizer v 

40.00/MT 


b. 

Timber 

50.00 Cum 


c. 

Bitumen 

‘i 30:00/ MT 


d. 

Iron ore (manual) 

17.25/ MT 


e. 

Pig Iron (export) 

58.00 / MT 






C VFT in—gr»S4] 




II 



(Iv). 


Itowlv Introduced container-related charges 


On Rs.) 


SI. 

No. 

Particular 

si 

1 

CL 

t as per revised 
posal 

20’ 

Above 20’ 

1 . 

Shifting from vessel side to container 
parking yard (CPY including ioading / 
unloading and transportation (if 
undertaken by the port) 

800 / box 

1000/box 

2. 

Shifting from CPY to vessel side 
including loading / unloading and 
transportation (If undertaken by the 
port) 

800/ box 

1000 / box 


(a). Import containers wiii avail three days free time from the date of ianding. 
From 4th day to 30th day, ground rent will be charged and from 31st day 
onwards it wili attract demurrage charges. 


(b). Export containers wlil avail 5 days free time from the date of arrival. From 6th 
day to 30th day ground rent will be charged and from 31st day onwards it will 
attract demurrage charges. 


(c). Containers discharged from the vessels for storage in the port and loaded in 
another vessei will have (3+5) =8 days free time. From 9th to 30th day 
ground rent will be charged and from 31st day onwards it wiil attract 
demurrage charges. 


9. With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of this 

case, the following position emerges: 


(i) . The proposal is mainly for reduction in the existing rates for the identified services / 

commodities with an anticipation that such reduction will boost traffic and bring in 
additional revenue. From the financial details furnished by the port it appears that an 
additional direct revenue of about Rs.3 crores per annum wifi be generated through 
additional volume of traffic, if the rates are reduced. We do not have any wherewithal 
to independently assess the projected traffic growth and hence accept the 
commercial judgement of the port. 

(ii) . The proposal can be conveniently spiit into four parts. The first part seeks reduction 

in the existing tariffs for certain services/commodities. The second part is for 
rationalization of certain charges for containers like box rate for reefer end non-reefer 
cargo and demurrage charges on containers. The third part is for fixing rate for 
shifting of containers between quay and container yard. Lastly, the existing container 
stuffing and de-stuffing charge is proposed to be revised upwards. 

(iii) . With reference to the proposal for reducing the existing rates, the port has pointed out 

that such reduction would attract more traffic and thereby increase its direct revenue. 
It has also indicated in the manual handling of iron ore case, there is no incremental 
iabour cost involved to it since its iabour force is underutilized now for want of cargo 
volumes. Be that as it may, it may be relevant here to note that the existing Scale of 
Rates contains rates for all these commodities /service. Further, the port has already 
effected reduction in the approved tariff for these service/commodities from different 
dates by taking recourse to remission under section 53 of the MPT Act. it may be 
relevant to mention that the Government of India has issued a poiicy direction to this 
Authority under Section 111 of the MPT Act to fix the Scale of Rates as ceiling rates 
so that the major ports have the flexibility to charge at reduced rates, if they so desire. 
In order to implement the policy of the Government, this Authority has recently 
passed an Order on 28 August 2003 and notified it in the Gazette of India directing ail 
the major port trusts to include a general conditionality in its Scale of Rates stating 
that the rates prescribed in the Scale of Rates are ceiling leveis; likewise, rebates and 
discounts are floor leveis. The Port Trust may, if it so desires, charge lower rates 
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and I or allow higher rebates and discounts. Since the amendment introduced in the 
Scale of Rates provides necessary flexibility to the port to charge reduced rates 
based on its commercial judgement, it is not necessary for this Authority to go into the 
specific reduced rates proposed for individual services / commodities. The port itself 
can decide on the reduced level of tariff within the celling level prescribed in the Scale 
of Rates. 

(iv) . Under the existing Scale of Rates, wharfage on containerized cargo is levied on the 

basis of the rates prescribed in the wharfage schedule for individual cargo. In its 
revised proposal, the port has proposed to introduce box rates of wharfage for 
containerized cargo. Even though there Is no detailed analysis available, 
understandably because of lack of past transactions, the proposed box rate appears 
to be reasonable when compared with the charges payable on Individual cargo basis. 
The general practice followed at all container terminals is to levy handling and 
wharfage charges on 40’ container at 1.5 times the rates prescribed for 20’ container. 
In case of the box rate for non-reefer cargo, the PPT has proposed to levy a rate for 
40’ container at a level lower than 1,5 times the proposed rate few 20’ container. In 
the case of box rate for reefer cargo, the rate differential is again not maintained at 
the agreed level and the rate for 40’ container is proposed to be double that of the 
rate for 20’ container. For the sake of uniformity, it will be appropriate to prescribe the 
rate for 40’ container at 1.5 times the rate for 20’ container. Since the rates fixed by 
this Authority is only a ceiling level, the port can reduce, If necessary, the rate for 40’ 
container. 

(v) . The port has proposed to rationalize the demurrage charges and ground rent on 

containers (and not containerized cargo), While the ground rent Is proposed to be 
reduced, demurrage schedule is completely rationalized to specify the different rates 
for export and import for transshipment containers. The structure adopted by the 
PPT is found to be rational and Is more or less In line with the position obtaining at 
other container terminals. Like in the case of wharfage, it will be useful for the PPT to 
prescribe a consolidated dwell time charge for container and containerized cargo 
instead of levying demurrage separately on cargo. This aspect may be examined by 
PPT further and a suitable proposal may be submitted as this exercise will involve 
inalysis of dwell time for different commodities to maintain a revenue neutral position, 
fhe proposal of the PPT specifies the charges leviable as ground rent upto a certain 
number of days and thereafter the levy is called demurrage. This only creates 
confusion. Like in other major container terminals, It can be called by a common 
name of dwell time charge. 

Insofar as the dwell charges are concerned, generally a differential of 200% is 
maintained between the rates of 20’ and 40’ containers. The PPT has not followed 
this general position and proposed lower rates for 40’ containers. Like the 
modification made in the box rata of wharfage, suitable adjustment may be made in 
the dwell time charges payable by 40’ containers. It i$ fully recognized that this 
adjustment will make the rates for 40’ containers more than the proposed rates. 
Since the rates fixed by this Authority are ceiling levels, the PPT has the freedom to 
operate at a lower level, if it considers necessary to maintain the proposed rates, 

(vi) . In the existing Scale of Rates, thnre is no rate for shifting of a container from the 

vessel side to a container yard (ii. Judlng ioading/unloading and transportation). The 
port has proposed to levy Rs,800 for 20* container, whenever such operation is 
undertaken by the port. In comparison to the rates levied for similar activity at other 
container terminals, the proposed rates appear to be reasonable and may be 
approved. Here again, the differential in the rate of 150% between 20 and 40 
containers should be maintained. If PPT wants to reduce the rate for 40’ container it 
can do so because the rates fixed by this Authority are only the celling level. 

(vii) . The port has proposed to increase stuffing and de-stuffing charge from the existing 

level of Rs.300 per box to Rs.500 per box of 20’ level. This proposal Is obviously due 
to increase in labour cost. The existing stuffing and de-stuffing charges are in vogue 
for nearly 10 years now. None of the users have also objected to the proposed 
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increase. Further it has to be recognized that this charge is leviable only if the port is 
asked to stuff or de-stuff a container. In this backdrop, the proposed stuffing and de¬ 
stuffing charge are approved subject again to maintaining the rate differential of 150% t 
between 20' and 40' containers, 

(viii). Oswal Chemicals and Fertilizers Limited (OCFL) has raised certain issues relating to 
the cargo handled at Its captive berth. There is a separate bilateral agreement 
between PPT and OCFL governing the terms and conditions for operation of the 
captive berth. Re-opening of the agreement, though agitated by the OCFL, is not 
relevant to this proceedings before this Authority; it is, therefore, not considered in 
this analysis. The OCFL may take up the issue with the PPT directly and if the PPT 
submit a suitable proposal in this regard, it will be taken up for consideration. 

10.1. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective application 

of mind, this Authority approves the inclusion of the following ceiiing rates in the Scale of Rates of the 
PPT: 




Fer container 

For container 



upto 20' 

above 20' 

1 . 

Wharfage on reefer cargo 

Rs.800 

Rs.1200 

2. 

Wharfage on non-reefer cargo 

Rs.650 

Rs.975 

3. 

Shifting of containers between vessel side 

Rs.800 

Rs.1200 


and container parking yard ^including 




loading/unloading and transportation) (if 




undertaken by the port). 



4. 

Stuffing / de-stuffing containers (excluding 

Rs.500 

Rs.750 


lashing and demurrage) (if undertaken by the 




port) 



5. 

Dwell time charges (box only) 




(Rate per day in US$) 




At Import 




First 3 days 

Free 

Free 


4 th to 30 th day 

0.14 

0.28 


31 s * day onwards 

0.30 

0.60 


B. Export 




First 5 days 

Free 

Free 


6 th to 30 th day 

0.14 

0.28 


31 8 * day onwards 

0.30 

0.60 


C. Transhipment 




First 8 days 

Free 

Free 


9 th to 30 th day 

0.14 

0.28 


31 81 day onwards 

0,30 

0,60 


10.2. The PPT is directed to include the rates approved above in its Scale of Rates 

appropriately. 


A. 1. BONGIRWAR, Chairman 
[No. ADVT/lll/lV/143/03-Exty.] 
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